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2 April 1974

MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD

SUBJECT: Comments on PFIAB Navy Report

1. | | asked me to review and comment
on the PPIAB Navy Report that Admiral Anderson had
forwarded to the DCI. The objective was to prepare
a short commentary to include in the DCI's briefing
book for the 5 April meeting of the PFIAB.

2. | indicated that he thought
we should accept the PFIAB Study for what it was--
a former CNO making recommendations on what the US
Government should do to guarantee that we have a
navy "second to none". | ] also indicated
that he was satisfied with my verbal comments at this
time, in that many of the issues would be raised and
debated in the production of NIE 11-15.

3. I responded that the PFIAB Study is really
a US staff paper rather than a net assessment. It
reflects the views of the US Navy and particularly
the CINCs. It is not objective and in some areas is
deliberately misleading. For instance the briefing
notes that "While we have been struggling for ten
years to develop a new class of high-speed submarine
but have not yet put one to sea, they have deployed
nine new classes since 1967." This is a classical
apples and oranges comparison. The Soviets have
built nine types of submarines since 1967 (some of
them only slight modifications of other models) but
not all were high speed submarines.

4. I told | | that I thought some
type of response to the PFIAB report was appropriate,
but that this was not the proper time or place to
take on the U.S. Navy. I would like to come back to
the PFIAB briefing and prepare an informal rebuttal.
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What I propose is to draft a study on the same subject
from Gorshkov's point of view. TIn this way I would
not be directly confronting the Navy and PFIAB, but
might present the naval balance as the Soviets see it.

5. I was dismayed to note the PFIAB recommenda-
tion that NSSM 177 (Missions of Naval Forces) "serve
as a base on which our Navy's force structure is
planned". Last fall the action officer for this NSSM,
Dr. Leonard Sullivan, ASD/PASE, acquiesced in a pro-
posal that it be killed because of the near impossibility
of combining the views of JCS and the services in a
single document defining US naval missions. The Naval
Operations Branch wasted a considerable number of man-
days on NSSM 177 and would prefer not to see it
resurrected.

25X1

Acting Chief
Naval Operations Branch, SR/SF

-2

Approved For Release 2006{{11/ 3 : CIA-RDP80B01495R001000220010-9
i

b TIAL

MITA A7 T™reni By Er e em m ae



’Nﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁfﬁkﬁﬂﬁihﬁﬁﬁﬁf é%%%é(zij%§§g§§9§§§§%§h

PFIAB's report to the President on the in-

port for Colby's 5 April briefing, I have given
Knoche a copy. _
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29 March 1974
(DATE)

adequacies of the US Navy compared to the Soviet's
is a gloomy assessment at best. Carver and Graham
have the action, but since OSR is involved in sup-
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TO: ACTION INFO DATE INITIAL
1] DCl
2 | DDCI
3] S/MC
4 | DDS&T
54 DDl
6 | DDM&S ‘
7 | DDO ~ ST
8 { D/DCI/IC
9 | D/DCI/NIO
10 | OGC
11| OLC
12 | 1IG
13 | Compt
14 | D/Pers
15| D/$
16 | DIR
17 | Asst/DCl
18 | AO/DCI
9| -
20 |:
21
22
SUSPENSE
Date

Remarks: ., o; oo o eswversabion, pleass prepare
acknedledarent. for DCI's signature. ;
Yo 5 & D Per oux conversations, please |

coordinats re preparation of caments for XTI brief-

N

irey book for 5 April PFIAB meeting.
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